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1. I am an attorney at law licensed to practice in the State of California. I am counsel of 
record in this matter for Defendant Facebook, Inc. (“Facebook”). I make this Declaration from personal 
knowledge, and if called to testify, I could and would testify competently thereto. 

2. Attached hereto Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of the Declaration of Richard 
Gordon, Queen’s Counsel, executed on November 28, 2018. 

3. Attached hereto Exhibit 2 is a true and correct copy of a letter from the Speaker’s 
Counsel of the House of Commons to David Godkin dated November 23, 2018. 

4. Attached hereto Exhibit 3 is a true and correct copy of a letter from Damian Collins MP 
to Theodore Kramer dated November 6, 2018. 

5. Attached hereto Exhibit 4 is a true and correct copy of a letter from Charles Brasted of 
Hogan Lovells International LLP to the Speaker’s Counsel of the House of Commons dated November 
27, 2018. 

6. Attached hereto Exhibit 5 is a true and correct copy of a letter from Damian Collins MP 
to Theodore Kramer dated November 21, 2018. 

7. Attached hereto Exhibit 6 is a true and correct copy of the Order on Six4Three’s Motion 
for Protective Order and Facebook’s Motion for Protective Order in this matter, issued on October 25, 
2016. 

8. Attached hereto Exhibit 7 is a true and correct copy of a letter from David Godkin to 
Damian Collins MP dated November 19, 2018. 

9. Attached hereto Exhibit 8 is a true and correct copy of a letter from David Godkin to 
Damian Collins MP dated November 21, 2018. 

I declare under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 
is true and correct. Executed on this 28th day of November, 2018 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 


I am a citizen of the United States and resident of the State of California. I am employed in San 

Francisco County, State of California, in the office of a member of the bar of this Court, at whose 

direction the service was made. I am over the age of eighteen years, and not a party to the within action. 

My business address is 217 Leidesdorff Street, San Francisco, CA 94111. 

On November 28, 2018,1 served the following documents in the manner described below: 

DECLARATION OF LAURA E. MILLER IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT 
FACEBOOK, INC.'S BRIEF RE: COURT'S ORDER DATED NOVEMBER 20, 


X 


BY ELECTRONIC SERVICE: By electronically mailing a true and correct copy through 
Durie Tangri’s electronic mail system from cortega@durietangri.com to the email 
addresses set forth below. 


On the following part(ies) in this action: 

Stuart G. Gross 

GROSS & KLEIN LLP 

The Embarcadero, Pier 9, Suite 100 

San Francisco, CA 94111 

Telephone: 415-671-4628 

sgross@grosskleinlaw.com 

iatkinsonyoung@grosskleinlaw.com 

David S. Godkin 
James Kruzer 

BIRNBAUM & GODKIN, LLP 
280 Summer Street 
Boston, MA 02210 
Telephone: 617-307-6100 
godkin@birnbaumgodkin.com 
kruzer@birnbaumgodkin.com 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Six4Three, LLC 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 
foregoing is true and correct. Executed on November 28, 2018, at San Francisco, California. 
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12 SIX4THREE, LLC, a Delaware limited liability 

13 company, 

Plaintiff, 

14 


FACEBOOK, INC., a Delaware corporation; 

16 MARK ZUCKERBERG, an individual; 
CHRISTOPHER COX, an individual; 

17 JAVIER OLIVAN, an individual; 

SAMUEL LESSIN, an individual; 

18 MICHAEL VERNAL, an individual; 

ILYA SUKHAR, an individual; and 

19 DOES 1-50, inclusive, 

20 Defendants. 
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I, Richard Gordon, hereby declare as follow: 

QUALIFICATIONS 

1. I am a practising barrister (Queen’s Counsel) with a specialist practice in constitutional and 
administrative law. I practise from Brick Court Chambers which is a well-known constitutional 
and administrative law, commercial law and European Union law set of Chambers in the United 
Kingdom. I have appeared in numerous constitutional cases both in the United Kingdom and in 
foreign jurisdictions. 

2. I am also a Visiting Professor in the Faculty of Law at University College London and a member 
of the Advisory Board of the Constitution Society UK (‘the CS’). I frequently give evidence to 
parliamentary select committees (most recently to the House of Lords Constitution Committee 
alongside the former President of the Supreme Court Lord Neuberger on the EU (Withdrawal) 
Bill). I was appointed as a special adviser to the Public Administration Select Committee on its 
recent inquiry into civil service impartiality. I have written and co-authored many works on UK 
constitutional and administrative law including, most relevantly, a paper in 2012 for the CS 
entitled Select Committees and Coercive Powers. 

INTRODUCTION 

3. In this Report I address the following topics: 

a. The essential nature of select committee powers and, in the light of that, whether the 
United Kingdom courts could enforce a Select Committee’s order for production of 
documents (‘Issue 1’). 

b. The legal effect in English law of the order for production of documents made by the 
Committee for Digital, Culture, Media and Sport (‘the Committee’), a select committee of 
the United Kingdom House of Commons (‘Issue 2’). 

c. The procedures for a person visiting the United Kingdom to respond or to object to the 
Committee’s order (‘Issue 3’). 

d. The procedures available to the Committee for non-compliance with the Committee’s 
order (‘Issue 4’). 

e. Whether Facebook is subject to the jurisdiction of the Committee given that it has offices 
in the UK and is a legal entity in the UK (‘Issue 5’). 
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rd 

4. I have read the content of a letter dated 23 November 2018 addressed to Birmbaum Godkin LLP 
from the Speaker’s Counsel (‘the SC letter’) which I infer will be before the Court. I will make 
reference to that letter where appropriate. 

III. ISSUE 1: ESSENTIAL NATURE OF SELECT COMMITTEE POWERS 

5. There is a fundamental distinction between (i) the law, dec ided and enforced by the United 
Kingdom courts (derived almost exclusively from statute, the common law and equity) and (ii) 
the powers of a parliamentary select committee of the House of Commons (derived from internal 
parliamentary standing orders and Resolutions of parliament). 

6. The courts of the United Kingdom cannot inquire into what is said or done before, or by, a select 
committee. This follows from parliamentary privilege (the most important aspect of which is 
freedom of speech within parliament) and the wider principle of exclusive cognizance which 
protects how parliament arranges its internal affairs from interference by the courts. 

7. Article 9 of the Bill of Rights 1689 provides, materially, as follows: 

‘That the Freedome of Speech and Debates or Proceedings in Parly ament ought not to be impeached or 
questioned in any Court or Place out of Parlyament. ’ 

8. It is well established that select committee proceedings rank as proceedings ‘in Parliament ’. 
Moreover, Article 9 is part of a separate and wider principle of the United Kingdom’s 
constitutional separation of powers. 

9. There are many statements in the case-law. For example, in Bradlaugh v. Gossett (1884) 12 QBD 
271 at 275 Lord Coleridge CJ observed that: 

‘What is said or done within the walls of Parliament cannot be inquired into in a court of 
law. ’ 

10. The wider principle is exemplified by Lord Browne-Wilkinson’s speech in Prebble v. Television 
New Zealand Ltd [1995] 1 AC 321 at 332C: 

‘In addition to article 9 itself there is a long line of authority which supports a wider 
principle, of which article 9 is merely one manifestation, viz that the courts and 
parliament are both astute to recognise their respective constitutional roles. ’ 

11. As part of their respective constitutional roles: 

‘Exclusive cognisance is the right of each House of Parliament to regulate its own 
proceedings and internal affairs without interference by any outside body. This includes 
the conduct of its Members, and of other participants such as witnesses before select 


1 Paragraph 252 of the First Report of Session 1998-1999 of the Joint Committee on Parliamentary 
Privilege. 
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committees’.2 

12. What this means is that select committee proceedings operate entirely separately from the United 
Kingdom legal system. It follows from this that a select committee order for the production of 
documents could not (and would not be sought to) be enforced by the Committee through a court 
of law in the United Kingdom. 

13. In short, there is no process recognised in the law of the United Kingdom for enforcing the order 
of a select committee. As explained below, select committees may seek to enforce their orders 
against the person or body to whom the order is addressed by raising the issue of non-compliance 
as an alleged contempt of parliament. At the present time the scope of this process is uncertain 
and its effectiveness limited. There have been suggestions - not pursued to date - that the 
enforcement powers of select committees might be strengthened, although there are also concerns 
about doing so. 

14. By the same token, if confidential documents should - either inadvertently or deliberately - be 
disclosed to a select committee, the respective doctrines of parliamentary privilege and exclusive 
cognisance place no legal constraints upon the use that a committee might make of such 

3 

documents including the making public of such documents. The United Kingdom courts will not 
intervene to restrain such use and, therefore, the consequences of disclosure may be irreparable. 

15. Finally, the scope of parliamentary privilege is confined to ‘proceedings in parliament’. It does 
not extend to information used outside such proceedings even if that information was obtained 
during the course of such proceedings. As such, were a Member of the Committee or other 
person who has had sight of such documents by reason of the disclosure to the Committee to use 
or disclose them outside parliament and without the authority of the Committee, then that person 
could be susceptible to legal sanction. 


2 

Paragraph 8 of the Executive Summary of Parliamentary Privilege (April 2012, Cm 8318). 

3 

There is, nonetheless, a self-denying ordinance of 15 November 2001, which is expressed to apply 
equally to committees of the House of Commons, not to refer to, or raise in any motion, debate or 
question, cases in which legal proceedings are active in the United Kingdom. By analogy similar 
principles might be thought to apply to legal proceedings that are active in the courts of the United States. 


_4_ 

DECLARATION OF RICHARD GORDON / CASE NO. CIV 533328 





1 


2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


IV. ISSUE 2: LEGAL EFFECT OF THE COMMITTEE’S ORDER FOR PRODUCTION OF 
DOCUMENTS 

16. It follows from the answer to Issue 1 that as a matter of law as administered by the United 
Kingdom courts (as distinct from the internal regulation of its own proceedings by parliament) the 
Committee’s order is devoid of legal effect. 

17. However, this does not mean that the Committee’s order has, at least in theory, no possible 
adverse consequential effect. This is addressed in Issues 3 and 4 (below) and forms part of the 
internal procedures adopted by parliament for the purpose of regulating its affairs. 

V. ISSUE 3: PROCEDURES FOR PERSONS VISITING THE UNITED KINGDOM TO 
OBJECT OR RESPOND TO THE COMMITTEE’S ORDER 

18. As foreshadowed above, the powers of select committees of the House of Commons are laid 
down by standing orders. The latest version (May 2018) of the standing orders makes no express 
provision for a person affected by an order of a select committee to respond or to object to such 
order. 

19. Issue 4 below addresses the procedures available to the Committee for non-compliance with its 
order. In practice, in modern times, it is inconceivable that a person made subject to an order and 
an investigation into whether there was a contempt of parliament would not be permitted to 
respond to the Committee’s order and to make objection to it prior to the full House of Commons 
making any finding of contempt. Indeed, as part of any proper investigation the Committee 
would, in practice, have to give the affected person the opportunity to explain his or her non- 
compliance before making a special report to the House of Commons. In any event, the 
Committee of Privileges if and when the matter was referred to it would be required to afford 
such opportunity. Erskine May’s Parliamentary Practice 24 ed (2011) (‘Erskine May’) understates 
the position by observing that the former practice of sometimes punishing offenders for an 
obvious contempt without hearing them ‘is unlikely to be followed any longer. ’ 

20. Although, as set out correctly in the SC letter, there is no formal procedure laid down in standing 
orders for responding, or objecting, to the order of a select committee, the former Committee on 
Standards and Privileges (now the Committee of Privileges) would, it is now clear, before making 
any recommendation to the full House of Commons as to the existence of contempt and penalty 
afford the affected party the full opportunity of being heard. 


_5_ 

DECLARATION OF RICHARD GORDON / CASE NO. CIV 533328 





1 


2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
27 


rd 

21. This is because the Committee of Privileges set out in its minutes for 3 July 2012 the procedure 
that it would expect to follow in the particular reference made to it. It is reasonable to suppose 
that this procedure would be, and is expected to be, followed more widely. 

22. The relevant extract from these minutes are appended to this Report but the key elements are as 
set out below. In terms of process and prior to the Committee of Privileges reporting a finding of 
contempt and suggested penalty to the full House of Commons: 

(i) Written evidence would be sought from the recipient of the complaint. 

(ii) There would also be the opportunity to give oral evidence accompanied if requested by a 
legal adviser. 

(iii) Final submissions would be invited. 

(iv) If it was intended to criticise the subject of the inquiry a warning letter would be sent. 

23. It follows that the compulsory power of seizure of documents by the Serjeant at Arms that I 
understand to have been exercised by the Committee before there was any finding (or even 
complaint) of contempt fell outside the scope of the above procedures.4 I have read a further 
letter from the Speaker’s Counsel dated 27 November 2018 addressed to Hogan Lovells 
International LLP (solicitors acting for Facebook in the United Kingdom) which appears to draw 
a parallel between the fact of the commission of a crime with the fact of co mm ission of a 
contempt of parliament. However, in both cases, it is (respectively) the verdict of a criminal court 
or the finding of a contempt of parliament by the full House of Commons that determines whether 
(as the case may be) a crime or a contempt of parliament has occurred. In the present case there 
has, as the letter makes clear, been no finding of contempt of parliament. Nor does it follow that 
because non-compliance with the order of a select committee may constitute a contempt of 
parliament, the fact of non-compliance with such order amounts to a contempt of parliament. I 
should add that parliament has no authority, enforceable in the United Kingdom courts, to detain 

a foreign national who has not been charged, still less convicted, of a criminal offence. Nor is 
there any precedent for the purported exercise of such a power. 

24. There is a material relationship between Issue 3 and Issue 4 to which I now turn. 


See report in the Guardian 24 November 2018 ‘Parliament seizes cache of internal Facebook papers.’ 
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VI. ISSUE 4: PROCEDURES AVAILABLE TO THE COMMITTEE FOR NON- 
COMPLIANCE WITH ITS ORDER 

25. Non-compliance with a select committee’s order for production of documents is capable of 
amounting to a contempt of parliament. 5 The established process prior to the enforcement of an 
order of a select committee of the House of Commons is as follows. 

a. The select committee must first make a special report to the House of Commons 6 

b. The House as a whole then debates whether to refer the matter to the Committee of 
Privileges. 

c. It is for the Committee of Privileges to decide whether or not to recommend to the full 
House of Commons that a contempt of parliament has been established and the suggested 
penalty (if any). As the Joint Committee on Parliamentary Privilege argued in its Report 
in July 2013, this is a safeguard to ensure that complaints of contempt are considered 
fairly. 

d. The full House of Commons must then decide whether to accept the recommendation of 
the Committee of Privileges and find a contempt and, if so, to decide on the appropriate 
penalty. 

26. The constituent elements of contempt of parliament have not been systematically defined. 
Although the SC letter correctly cites Erskine May (at page 839) as listing disobedience to an 
order of a committee as a contempt of the House, that presents an incomplete picture in that it 
implicitly suggests that any failure to comply with an order for production of documents amounts 
automatically to contempt of parliament. This is very far from being the case. 

27. The most recent and authoritative exposition is that set out in the Resolution of the House of 

7 

Commons on 6 February 1978 (see Erskine May at page 218), namely that the House has 
decided that: 

‘... its penal jurisdiction should be exercised (a) as sparingly as possible, and (b) only 
when the House is satisfied that to exercise it is essential in order to provide reasonable 
protection for the House, its Members or its officers, from suc h improper obstruction as is 
causing, or is likely to cause, substantial interference with the performance of their 
respective functions. ’ (underlining added). 


The SC letter correctly states that the Committee’s letter differs from a summons in that it is not issued 
by a court. Nonetheless, normally a letter is followed by a committee ‘summons’. The difference is 
probably semantic, however, given that an order is claimed to have been published. 

6 See, generally, Erskine May at pp. 278-279. 

7 

It is also recorded in the Minutes appended to this Report. 
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28. The use of the word ‘improper’ is incompatible with the existence of a reasonable excuse for non- 
compliance. Moreover, the presence of a reasonable excuse as permitting non-compliance with an 
order made by a select committee for production of documents was expressly envisaged in the 
2012 Government Green Paper (CM 8318) on Parliamentary Privilege (at paragraph 160) and in 
the 1999 Joint Committee Report on Parliamentary Privilege (at paragraph 264).8 

29. The Green Paper (at paragraph 160) gives an illustration of this: 

.. While it would be up to the House to determine what constitutes a reasonable excuse, 
the risk of self-incrimination might be one, limiting the degree of compulsion required... ’. 

30. In terms of penalty, in theory the House has power to fine, to imprison or to admonish for an 
established contempt. However, the last fine was imposed in 1666. The last imprisonment for 
contempt of a non-member was in 1880.9 The Standards and Privileges Committee in its 14th 
Report of Session 2010-2011 Privileges: Hacking of Members’ Mobile Phones doubted whether 
these latter powers (fining or imprisoning) still existed (see paragraph 59). As mentioned earlier, 
there have, over the years, been proposals to strengthen the enforcement powers of select 
committees but no reforms have yet been implemented or even unequivocally suggested. 10 

31. One of the concerns in strengthening (or even now exercising) the powers of select committees 
has been an awareness of the importance attached to the protection of fundamental rights and a 
consequent fear of a successful legal challenge. As the Joint Committee on Parliamentary 
Privilege recognised in its 2013 report (see paragraph 51) ‘[wjhile domestic courts may be unable 
to consider proceedings in Parliament, the European Court of Human Rights has asserted its 
jurisdiction, relying on Article 6 of the European Convention on Human Rights which provides 
for the right to a fair trial “by an independent and impartial tribunal” ’. 

VII. ISSUE 5: WHETHER FACEBOOK IS SUBJECT TO THE COMMITTEE’S 
JURISDICTION 

32. A select committee’s power to make an order for production of documents within its jurisdiction 
provided that such documents are relevant to the Committee’s work as defined by its terms of 
reference is, in principle, unconstrained by the House’s relevant standing order 152(4) which 


g 

Parliamentary Privilege First Report Session 1998-99. 

9 

See Disciplinary and Penal Powers of the House Fact Sheet G6 General Series of the House of 
Commons Information Office (September 2010) at page 6. 

10 See, most recently, Joint Committee Report on Parliamentary Privilege, Report of Session 2013-2014 
(18 June 2013) at paragraphs 57-100. 
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enables the Committee ‘to send for persons, papers and records. ’ This is confirmed by Erskine 
May (at page 819). 

33. As a legal entity within the United Kingdom Facebook is, therefore, potentially subject to the 
Committee’s jurisdiction and to the processes, including the limitations on those processes, set 
earlier out in this Report. Only legal and natural persons that reside or who are present in the 
United Kingdom are within the jurisdiction of the United Kingdom parliament. This would 
include Facebook’s United Kingdom entities. Facebook Inc which is the party to the Californian 
proceedings and, as I understand the position, the relevant entity to whom the documents belong, 
is not present in the United Kingdom and is not, therefore, subject to the jurisdiction of the United 
Kingdom parliament. 
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I declare under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 
is true and correct. Executed on this 2£? h day of November, 2018 
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EXHIBIT 2 



House of commons 


David S. Godkin, Esq. 
Birmbaum Godkin LLP 
280 Summer Street 
Boston 
MA 02210 

United States of America 
B email onl 


23 November 2018 


Dear Mr Godkin 

RE: Orders for documents served by the Digital, Culture, Media and Sport 
Committee of the House of Commons on 19 and 21 November 2018 

We have been instructed to respond to your letter of 21 November 2018 to Damian 
Collins MP, Chair of the Digital, Culture, Media and Sport Committee, which raises a 
number ot questions of United Kingdom law and Parliamentary procedure. We 
regret that we are unable to brief the court directly; it would be improper for us to do 
so as we have no standing in the case and the 1 louse of Commons is not within the 
jurisdiction of the court. However, we address your questions below, in the hope that 
this letter will be of assistance in preparing Six4Three's brief. We do not address 
those matters that are clearly questions of US law, or which are matters of fact. 

uthori does DCMS have to overrule the Court' refers without first seeki 
relief from the court? 

DCMS is a select committee of the House of Commons, the elected House of the 
United Kingdom Parliament. The House of Commons has unfettered powers to call 
for "persons, papers and records" to enable it effectively to exercise its core functions 
of scrutiny and debate. By the Standing Orders of the 1 louse of Commons, that 
power to call for persons, papers and records is delegated to a number of Select 
Committees, including the DCMS Committee, i.rskine Mn i/ 1 says (p.819), "There is no 
restriction on the power of committees to require the production of papers by private 


1 Erskine May’s Treatise on the Law, Privilege, Proceedings and Usage of Parliament. References are to the 24 th 
edition (201 I), cd. Sir Malcolm Jack KCB PhD. 


House of Commons Richmond House London SW1A 0AA 
T: 020 7219 3776 F: 020 7219 2479 E: salimis@parliament.uk 


bodies or individuals, provided that such papers are relevant to the committee's 
work as defined by its order of reference. [A copy of the terms of reference of the 
"Fake News" inquiry is annexed to this letter.] Select committees have formally 
ordered papers to be produced by the chairman of a nationalized industry and a 
private society. Solicitors have been ordered to produce papers relating to a client." 

The Committee made an order within Parliament's own jurisdiction, at a time when 
Mr Kramer was present within the jurisdiction, for the production of papers that 
were present in the jurisdiction. It would have been wholly inappropriate for it to 
make prior application to a court in California, which does not exercise authority 
over Parliament's exercise of its functions in the United Kingdom. 

By self-denying ordinance (the sub judice resolution made in 2001 and annexed to its 
Standing Orders) the l louse of Commons and its committees do not in general make 
reference to proceedings that are active in UK courts, but there is nothing as a matter 
of law to prevent them from doing so, and there is no equivalent resolution or 
requirement in relation to proceedings of courts outside the United Kingdom. 

What is the legal effect, under United Kingdom law, of the DCMS letter to Mr 
Kramer? 


The order contained in the letter to Mr Kramer dated 19 November 2019 imposes an 
obligation on Mr Kramer to produce the documents referred to in the order. Mr 
Kramer had previously been asked to provide the material voluntarily, and had 
refused to do so by reason of the order of the Court in California. Failure to comply 
with the order of the Committee would have been capable of constituting a contempt 
of Parliament (as to which, see below). 

By virtue of Article IX of the Bill of Rights 1689, which states (in modern spelling) 
that "freedom of speech in debate and proceedings in Parliament ought not to be 
impeached or questioned in any court or place outside Parliament", the courts in the 
United Kingdom have not been able to consider the legal effect of an order by either 
Mouse of Parliament, and therefore there is no case law on this issue. 

Is the DCMS letter different from a summons? 

It has an effect similar to that of a summons, but is not a summons as it is not issued 
by a court but by Parliament. The Committee also has the power to require the 
attendance of witnesses, in the exercise of its power to call for "persons, papers and 
records", and sometimes the exercise of that power to require the attendance of a 
witness in person is referred to as a summons. The Committee did not require the 
personal attendance of Mr Kramer in this case. 


What are the procedures for Mr Kramer to respond or object to the DCMS letter 
demand? 


1'here is no procedure for an appeal against an order of a committee, or to enable a 
person who receives an order to respond to it. Once made, it must be complied with 
Mr Kramer was placed in a position where he was required to obey the order or risk 
being found in contempt of Parliament. 

What are the contempt procedures for DCMS for non-compliance bv Mr Kramer? 

If Mr Kramer had failed to produce the documents after being ordered to do so by 
the Committee, the Committee would have reported that failure to the House of 
Commons as a matter of potential contempt of Parliament. "Contempt" is not 
anywhere defined, but Erskine Mmj says (p.837), "Acts or omissions which obstruct or 
impede the work of a committee or any of its members or officers, or which tend, 
directly or indirectly, to produce such results, may be treated as a contempt of the 
House and investigated and punished, as appropriate". May lists disobedience to an 
order of a committee as a contempt of the House (p.839). 

The I louse would then have considered a motion to refer Mr Kramer's case to the 
Committee of Privileges. If the motion were passed the Committee of Privileges 
would have considered the matter and would, if it considered it appropriate, have 
proposed a sanction on Mr Kramer for his contempt. The powers of the House of 
Commons to punish for contempt are not defined by statute, and have in the past 
included imprisonment, fines and admonishment either at the bar of the House or in 
absentia. In modern times the powers have been exercised sparingly. 

Yours faithfully 



Speaker's Counsel 


Annex 


Terms of reference of the DCMS Committee inquiry into Take news' 

The Culture, Media and Sport Committee [since 2017, the Digital, Culture, Media and Sport 
Committee] are looking at ways to respond to the phenomenon of fake news, focusing in 
particular on the following questions: 

• What is 'fake news'? Where does biased but legitimate commentary shade into 
propaganda and lies? 

• What impact has fake news on public understanding of the world, and also on the 
public response to traditional journalism? If all views are equally valid, does 
objectivity and balance lose all value? 

Is there any difference in the way people of different ages, social backgrounds, 
genders etc use and respond to fake news? 

Have changes in the selling and placing of advertising encouraged the growth of fake 
news, for example by making it profitable to use fake news to attract more hits to 
websites, and thus more income from advertisers? 

What responsibilities do search engines and social media platforms have, particularly 
those which are accessible to young people? Is it viable to use computer-generated 
algorithms to root out 'fake news' from genuine reporting? 

How can we educate people in how to assess and use different sources of news? 

Are there differences between the UK and other countries in the degree to which 
people accept 'fake news', given our tradition of public service broadcasting and 
newspaper readership? 

How have other governments responded to fake news? 
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Digital, Culture, Media and Sport Committee 

House of Commons, London SW1A OAA 

Tel 020 7219 6120 Email cmscom@parliament.uk Website www.parliament.uk/cms 


Mr Theodore Kramer 
1267 Chestnut St., 
Apt 6, San Francisco, 
California 94109 
USA 


6 November 2018 


Dear Mr Kramer 

The UK House of Commons Digital, Culture, Media and Sport Committee, of which I am 
Chair, would like to request several documents that we believe to be in your possession. 
They relate to the matter of Six4Three, LLC v. Facebook, Inc., filed on April 10, 2015 in 
California Superior Court, County of San Mateo (CIV533328). The following categories of 
documents have been deemed highly relevant to ongoing Committee investigations: 

• Unredacted copy of Plaintiff Six4Three's Corrected Memorandum of Points and 
Authorities in Opposition to Defendants' Special Motions to Strike (Anti-SLAPP) 
filed on May 18, 2018; 

• Unredacted copy of the Declaration of David S. Godkin in Support of Six4Three's 
Anti-SLAPP Opposition ("Godkin Anti-SLAPP Declaration") filed concurrently 
therewith on May 18, 2018; 

• Exhibits 1-212 to the Godkin Anti-SLAPP Declaration filed on May 18, 2018; 

• All documents containing summaries or analyses of any of the exhibits to the 
Godkin Anti-SLAPP Declaration filed on May 18, 2018. 


I should highlight that, if any disclosure of this material to the Committee has 
consequences in the US courts, the Committee cannot protect you. Committee 
proceedings are subject to parliamentary privilege in the United Kingdom under Article IX 
of the 1689 Bill of Rights, but this legislation does not have extraterritorial effect and could 
not be expected to be upheld in a US court. 

Yours sincerely. 



Damian Collins MP 

Chair, Digital, Culture, Media and Sport Committee 
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Hogan Lovells International LLP 


Atlantic House 
Holborn Viaduct 


London EC1A2FG 
T +44 20 7296 2000 
F +44 20 7296 2001 


www.hoganlovells.com 


27 November 2018 


Speaker’s Counsel 
House of Commons 
Richmond House 
London SW1A OAA 


By email and post 


Charles Brasted 
Partner 

charles.brasted@hoganlovells.com 
D +44 20 7296 5025 


Our ref 
Matter ref 


C6/CRNB/9068733 

160636/000005 


Dear Sirs 


DCMS Committee order to produce confidential information - Theodore Kramer 

We are instructed by Facebook, Inc. (“Facebook”). We refer to your letter of 23 November 2018, 
addressed to Mr Godkin, the US attorney for Mr Theodore Kramer, principal of SIX4THREE, LLC 

(“Six4Three”). 

Background 

As you are aware, the Digital, Culture, Media and Sport Committee (the "DCMS Committee") 
made an order on 19 November 2018 calling for Mr Kramer, a US citizen temporarily present in 
the United Kingdom, to produce to the DCMS Committee documents (the "Sealed Documents") 
belonging to Facebook. These were disclosed by Facebook in proceedings before the California 
Superior Court and were sealed as confidential by that Court in accordance with a Protective 
Order made by it. 

You will also be aware that the California Superior Court issued an Order on 20 November 2018 
restraining the transmission, release or submission by Mr Kramer or Six4Three of the Sealed 
Documents pending further direction of the Court. The Order also directed the parties to file 
briefs addressing various matters, including matters of Parliamentary procedure and jurisdiction. 

We understand that Mr Godkin directed these questions the DCMS Committee, which resulted in 
your instruction to write the letter referred to above. 

Clarifications Sought 

In accordance with due process under the Protective Order, and further to the Order of 20 
November 2018, Mr Kramer yesterday served on Facebook and the California Superior Court 
evidence setting out the circumstances in which he came to disclose the Sealed Documents to Mr 
Collins, the Chair of the DCMS Committee, in (what he admits to be) breach of the Orders of the 
California Superior Court. He also enclosed a copy of your letter. 

We write to seek clarification of matters arising from Mr Kramer's evidence and the information 
provided by Speaker's Counsel to the California Superior Court (via Mr Kramer). 


Hogan Lovells International LLP is a limited liability partnership registered in England and Wales with registered number OC323639 and is authorised and regulated by the 
Solicitors Regulation Authority of England and Wales. Registered office and principal place of business: Atlantic House, Holborn Viaduct, London EC1A 2FG. 

"Hogan Lovells" is an international legal practice that includes Hogan Lovells International LLP and Hogan Lovells US LLP, with offices in: Alicante Amsterdam Baltimore 
Beijing Birmingham Boston Brussels Colorado Springs Denver Dubai Dusseldorf Frankfurt Hamburg Hanoi Ho Chi Minh City Hong Kong Houston Johannesburg 
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Rome San Francisco Sao Paulo Shanghai Silicon Valley Singapore Sydney Tokyo Warsaw Washington, D.C. Associated Offices: Budapest Jakarta Riyadh 
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consultant with equivalent standing. Certain individuals, who are designated as partners, but who are not members of Hogan Lovells International LLP, do not hold 
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In short, Mr Kramer's evidence, as reflected in the brief filed with the California Superior Court, is 
that: 

• he was fully aware that any disclosure to the DCMS Committee at the time would be in 
breach of Orders made by the California Supreme Court; 

• the actions of the DCMS Committee and the Serjeant at Arms left him fearful for his 
reputation and his liberty; and 

• he handed over the Sealed Documents after "Mr. Collins and his staff kept [him in Mr 
Collins' office] for two hours, without representation, explaining in significant detail the 
procedures of the investigation into Mr. Kramer and the penalties associated with his 
continued non-compliance" and after being told by Mr Collins and his staff that "he was 
now in contempt of Parliament". 

We are not in a position to comment on the veracity of the claims made by Mr Kramer regarding 
the conduct of Mr Collins, the Serjeant at Arms and others, but we are immediately concerned 
that Mr Collins' alleged assertion that Mr Kramer "was now in contempt of parliament' is at odds 
with the procedure set out by Speaker's Counsel (and previously by the Committee on Privileges) 
and the facts as we understand them. 

You have set out in some detail in your letter the parliamentary procedures to be followed. We 
understand the position is that: 

a) that it was open to the Committee to report a breach of its order to produce the 
documents to the House of Commons "as a matter of potential contempt of Parliament 
(emphasis added); 

b) the House would then consider a motion to refer Mr Kramer's case to the Privileges 
Committee; 

c) it would then be for the Privileges Committee to consider the matter and, if appropriate, 
recommend a sanction, which would be put to the House for decision; and 

d) the sanctions available include admonishment, imprisonment or fine "but in modern times 
these powers have been exercised sparingly" (which we consider to be something of an 
understatement). 

Although disobedience to an order of a committee may be a contempt of the House, not every 
failure to comply with an order for production of documents amounts automatically to contempt of 
parliament. That is a matter to be determined in accordance with the established procedure 
outlined above, and would require the Privileges Committee, and ultimately the House, to 
consider whether there had been "improper" obstruction causing "substantial interference" of the 
performance of the functions of the DCMS Committee. 

We understand that the DCMS Committee decided at 11am on 21 November 2018 to report Mr 
Kramer's breach of its order to the House, and that Mr Collins subsequently did so. As far as we 
are aware, no further steps have been taken in respect of the report. 

We should be grateful if you would clarify as a matter of urgency: 

a) what, if any, steps were taken by the House or by the Privileges Committee following the 
receipt of a report of breach of an order of the DCMS Committee by Mr Kramer, which we 
understand was reported to the House on 21 November 2018; 

b) in particular, whether any consideration of that report had been undertaken by the 
Privileges Committee at the time at which Mr Collins informed Mr Kramer that he "was 
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now in contempt of parliament' (which we understand to be at some point in the afternoon 
of 21 November 2018); and 

c) whether any finding of contempt had been recommended by the Privileges Committee or 
made by the House at that time? 

We hope that you will appreciate the importance of this clarification to ensure, as far as still 
remains possible, that due process is followed and that we represent the position accurately to 
the California Court, with whom we are required to file our own brief in respect of these issues by 
28 November 2018. 


Yours faithfully 



CC Speaker of the House of Commons (speakersoffice@parliament.uk ) - Speaker’s Office, 
House of Commons, London, SW1A OAA 

Chair of the Committee on Privileges ( privileqes@parliament.uk ) - Committee of 
Privileges, Journal Office, House of Commons, Westminster, London SW1A OAA 
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Digital, Culture, Media and Sport Committee 

House of Commons, London SW1A OAA 

Tel 020 7219 6120; Email; cmscomfaparliament.uk : Website; www.parliament.uk/cms 


Mr Theodore Kramer 
London Marriott Hotel County Hall 
Westminster Bridge Rd 
London SE1 7PB 


21 November 2018 


Dear Mr Kramer, 

Order for documents 

On Monday 19 November, the Committee made the following Order: 

Ordered, That Mr Theodore Kramer submit the following documents to the DCMS 
Committee in relation to its inquiry into Disinformation and 'fake news', by 5pm 
on 20th November 2018: 

Unredacted copies of Six4Three's opposition to the anti-SLAPP (strategic 
lawsuits against public participation) motion, filed in the California courts, 
relating to the company's dispute with Facebook, along with any documents or 
notes relating Six4Three’s opposition to the anti-SLAPP motion. 

You did not comply with this order by the 5pm deadline, and failed to supply us with a 
satisfactory reason for not doing so. 

I re-issued the Order on 20 November, with a deadline of 11am today. In the 
accompanying letter, I warned you that, should you fail to respond by the 11am deadline 
today, it would be my duty to ask the Committee immediately to report this matter to the 
House of Commons, and request that it take action against you. As a result of failing to 
comply with an Order of the Committee you could be considered to be acting in contempt 
and face investigation and sanction by the House. 

The letter was delivered to you in person at 9am this morning by the Serjeant at Arms, as 
warrant officer of the House. 

You again failed to comply. 

As a result, the Committee met at 11am and formally ordered that I report your non- 
compliance to the House, I have taken this action, and reported your failure to comply to 
the House. This will appear on today's formal record, and the process of investigation will 
commence. 

Yours sincerely. 






DAMIAN COLLINS MP, 

CHAIR, DIGITAL, CULTURE, MEDIA AND SPORT COMMITTEE 
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Digital, Culture, Media and Sport Committee 

House of Commons, London SW1A OAA 

Tel 020 7219 6120 Email cmscom@parliament.uk Website 


Mr Theodore Kramer 
London Marriott Hotel County Hall 
Westminster Bridge Rd 
London SE1 7PB 


19th November 2018 


Dear Mr Kramer, 

Order for documents 

The Digital, Culture, Media and Sport Committee has been given the power by the House of Commons 
under Standing Order No. 152(4) "to send for persons, papers and records". This includes the power 
to compel the production of papers by people within UK jurisdiction. 

On Monday 19 November, the Committee made the following order (which will be published in its 
formal minutes in due course): 

Ordered, That Mr Theodore Kramer submit the following documents to the DCMS Committee 
in relation to its inquiry into Disinformation and 'fake news', by 5pm on 20th November 2018: 

Unredacted copies of Six4Three's opposition to the anti-SLAPP (strategic lawsuits against 
public participation) motion, filed in the California courts, relating to the company's 
dispute with Facebook, along with any documents or notes relating Six4Three’s opposition 
to the anti-SLAPP motion. 

We are requesting these documents because we believe that they contain information that is highly 
relevant to our ongoing investigation into disinformation and fake news. In particular, we are 
interested to know whether they can provide further insights to the committee about what senior 
executives at Facebook knew about concerns relating to Facebook users' data privacy, and developers' 
access to user data. The Committee's request is made for these reasons, and in no way suggests any 
support for the position of your organisation in its dispute with Facebook. 

As noted in Erskine May's Parliamentary Practice : "there is no restriction on the power of committees 
to require the production of papers by private bodies or individuals provided that such papers are 
relevant to the committee's work as defined by its order of reference. [...] Solicitors have been ordered 
to produce papers relating to a client" (Erskine May, Parliamentary Practice, 24th edition, 2011, 
p.819.) 

As Erskine May also notes: "Individuals have been held in contempt who [...] have disobeyed or 
frustrated committee orders for the production of papers" (p.839). Should you fail to comply with 
the order of the Committee and were found to be in contempt, you could face investigation and 
sanction by the House. 

We require the documents by 5pm on Tuesday 20th November 2018. I look forward to your 
compliance with this Order. 

Yours sincerely, 

DAMIAN COLLINS MP 

CHAIR, DIGITAL, CULTURE, MEDIA AND SPORT COMMITTEE 



Digital, Culture, edia and Sport Committee 

House of Commons, London SW1A OAA 

Tel 020 7219 6120 Email cmscom@parliament.uk Website 


19 November 2018 


Extract from formal minutes of the Committee of 19 November 2018: 

Ordered, That Mr Theodore Kramer submit the following documents to the DCMS 
Committee in relation to its inquiry into Disinformation and ‘fake news’, by 5pm on 
20th November 2018: 

Unredacted copies of Six4Three's opposition to the anti-SLAPP (strategic 
lawsuits against public participation) motion, filed in the California courts, 
relating to the company’s dispute with Facebook, along with any documents or 
notes relating Six4Three's opposition to the anti-SLAPP motion. 


\ 


DAMIAN COLLINS MP 
CHAIR, DCMS COMMITTEE 
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<(%>) &mm& Y§.^t?f *b^T1i MMp!t e 

tins. Step 1 ! io n; 

($)) 

Rg^§©f-fe^ ©©W^iRS ilhfepif^§g^a@ffrd§^§e^hiilMpit ion; 
^ew^Mn e&g^ipt M^§^s^k®4fe5 rthfep^g^q.@ffrd§fevf§«)ff 
&fc. Mtopit tiM e&e}f>i SkliQjfc pg^Tn^iM^&tff (i €<aj!fy©fflhfe 
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^ip^r#f^^nfl9WtMaMfWW«nL©>rS §M§§tffian; 

<<*>) thfe&yfltgsw* 

P§ifS§dflgb^P^ tt$gfeSrtf^ 

$) Wftm8§8fe$ftfli 

e^^?§ifs^^g^}WffiiPa'f^g8M<(^^)4 witswssstoili.:. 
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2 


3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 


ft® ^ggs^d 

thfeg@nf}i^t^^OTftfeigEf^fP§^4dirha§ tem §i^ffi©t£s<Mhatha 

fssy fe@ u§<i4.At&fe 

raaiusi effafty i|iwblHa% 

§®Bfide^iiffOTf«afta8)pftlilii 

Pa^ipgftii 

a!iq.^(SR)^t@jfi®^s. 

§.. i^g^twitfe rthfep^wn^pg. ©fftfra&tiisg ^^©jrupn piwf4^r©ff 


9 

10 

kl 

12 

13 

14 

15 

5fe 

577 

1% 

19 

2@ 

Si 

22 

23 

24 
Si 
Si 
27 
2§ 



info§?4/P ®kw^to§D@)rwitfef%^ i§trmwte ferate^Med 
fcbrasstM&sdftfo lrfowfita<M^t&§ fpsfitxjw-asty ©ffttt s^pgefPrt&tives, 

WfwatateDf gfs&wswte a^n^ttatftegi^tou^ ^g@§s^§^ffi»t^a^§t?}e^li 

pm§ aw^a9^%it:.y 

gig§^g e ®l : ^x|ia%a^kkw&wl^^gtfMf@nfiie#ttWfw«sm®r^i^rta.f©nf^eftttaLiai 

©trgg§s^§^cfe^ a pgfS9§^#ta^6>PS44<a U%§ ©irP©§s^^irat<trf^al, 
&fe?wt<^a®§ di£§l^4dH-@btek?ffety ig^m Jtofepfce $Pftl 1 j§fqw4<0 e 

wfijtee jNto^e 

taHg$&di @f-pgg&&$&iM$ g§fi£x^l!ua\^afl afwm^ti ^m^feppikaMw?- g 

s^j&g&teuge @f-p§sgfts§&bn . 

?•. kcbw^Miia ptt&$Htenitt ^©nfidewtt^ai 

Mmate©^fii^af©nffde#taiMPOTato(8A^©g^flfeaR^ato^g©^^MffiiMng 
g@nfitotaiMfOTateM©^Mi^a^ntMa#taLiMfOT«i^Mia^^ffllfle^g)feg§y¥tt 

_^_ 

iTBFmAtis) ipfe©P6^] pwiiff mm 

giv§m 






©fttefeda^gate^kfeg at&ateftkfff 

@a§% a$%<etef4c 

i&*hfeyyttsi4$ @flihfe@wwJ$§|3fes& my teg w<§>f<& 

‘^NFIffilWTi^L^^Lbi st#SMj^te©y a §t§^fift§<n®ih!#^m!feaa^fe 

^pmaft^mri^ia^otei psftta tegy^e^e: 

Mfwataaftd ifeny^teg GNrerrtft&fe 

g§y^t§if§^§i^tte^ ftfepafifeies." 

§.. A pffip/ debates @§nfitot^MfwaMnL§^Wi^a.^@nfitot^ai 
MTO?^^^w^Rfegt^§gwg'rfl^^a. 1 a?s<wtey<€^cte^ a nwr^&^tfe^ p?<w4laa Mflfteeen 

a^TOKMS^i ^g^nfeQ>r^i§§gW^rfpf^a. 1 g-iyfl^ t-P pew4#»r 

i^gpfiafei Im^cW ^gw^nfe^^ggw^rf^i^apQ^^^cte^ a nyy-^styt^ilkteg 

%?8^to§@flfi^g#tai!M'POT^iiQto^ |a§#:e$rne>M$£yt^ dSfiaSfc&b@to s 

witfeR^iUFg^^t^aP^a5^a>Ca f W%?«^4^S0ft^fefe^ ^Mf« E X^>rfl§^WkXf§ §@nfltoMal 

dy^§May to$#eif$ swi&flMai 

sfe^Otfefirca# pyteiMcff f^%^fwte^^^a.ia^g§a^€k@@Rfito^MfwaMgih 

$tepo$liraii§a<shftlkfe§ 

<tft)hav%te§gy ms# ©§^§tsefetwltbi^i | f 1 i^ te9&fei 

%t§i|ft®ir%tFgay]|g«fe. 

9-. 5 f$mx fgy^ia^Mtij^ ftwt^^^ngtt^ttMgag^teigkfrfayig^i ©^ 

pW^M^tasty t aweii^^^e ^ Refrfpgxti^ dgy$§afey»feffi»^kiai. 

Th§ $®tx ^ir nwr^^t^tte ^g§a^tiffe^^^^kteawto^x^^%frpmr#)feif^gteapt 
©ffUitfctei wittee^a.%^a|i^xyift)ttefeg@urt#«iaR §*<&§ ideg^g^aii^wM^® ©wfete>M-ai 
Thg P#X ^nOM^t^NQS $>fe@if4M itea% 
gtfttMtejpify$'e<g«wton. 
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1&. §@nfl^g#t^al 

fe§ &^f^iaij>fepmi3§afeh^§Sente§ii^ @fflhfe<N»!p®iwa@^&irps: 

{^) ftfepfity^>rRWr^^t^tte glMSftSh^ihfelft¥^Mlai§sg@nfl^i4Mal 

^2§^l®nWf i iif 1 Sh^f; 

fas m @f4fc?i^HU^t?SWtep^a<id 

sp&i?f4ate©\te 

<$) tafegey^tfali&^iM^^&n^gnfi^taiirfTOMfflnL^i^ay 

g§nlid§WkiMf0Vftteon. 

kh. AM ^ §_ g»f tQTb©itr y ©ff§§nfid@#t^lai 

g^aygid^^Mat^ pt jihlhfe 

^@^§aab^f€@Rfide#t^MfW4ta^i^\i^@nfi^t^Mfwaia¥u^i©itfeituailet^) 

ioCwat^<M^)^?<?-X)f(!ft)ih daewmente .J^h^r^genfi 

satewM® writfgeen 

tey &fe6@ ^ ^^mai^^)&iiiJife§§RfitoMMfwato©ihSi^3.f@nf^e i i l i t taiai 
Mmafetiw&M's <(^ )&frms ihfe w«§ ed^a ipg^ |tas 

?<a«y®de&*ty §^i^sa^4<a§ ? t^piia^a%r®pfl^i^s§iraw^ ©Mw§ ^PMf^^wiear^- 
©^atipgr^ ©frtlfeg©Rflde^t^^%R^iffl^[!f^i^lf©nfl^iM^afqnw4iPfftation. 
M9t^sie«§t^Ra Ih^. gfo^ggae^H^ ar% e#Mq4&j^4kaifl a^Malegi^efmii^^yig^ s , 
fflWtWrf^iSs )f he&ragi #P&^aaip^iiiaifi>a?iaWte, gwp^jwrfftj^ce, 

^Jj^Mand «^5^S£ §Wf^tM&a«d m&kt 

w<9f^<Rstos&t§m 

_ -£tz _ 
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W£toi§@flfid§#t^Mmata«^ft^5%<cJ§b^i.§tiE^l§iMle^?§>ixa§fe§leiH. The 


i§f^g^^§.§f?tmr^M^witbRi§lp^y#icaf)^ ^/ir&gaftpgri fe@»sa.afMfe#ife 

torfilfagigty ia> 

ai f$i<2bitb)BBh . A^fe^§^aii§S(^rt?iia^mr)tjMig@yfttwMlMaiwj^»fi | iaigfifes^e 


g#xj«)S^c^iifeFian in^grey&te&iti e£flft*iere!a' 
pwJf^^ wlttFWg%@ir@te &&99H flPBl ©■rlfaiQ'ty 

frpmr^i<^l§§§bWr^^!M^t}?^ feg arffwfwifljffeBi my 

fey »Wi£te8tfdM£ 6^tKteP»^eW^^Y4«i«l(^^b^ 6 #«pB&i*lon 

©>rS®M!§I|)lf<«<e§4blgig. 

II: §@R$M@i^MPWate©ihHi^lf§nrid§Wta!d[lf<¥ma6i^Rallion 


((Jttttlfi© | 

dasjgp&fieag ggMSIW'iAL" (^^^Ma^ntd^ba%i©So n 


sesggflteHfi *<g©Nf MJnT™^ 4 / ViKSplY GQWSifoJiri At-. Thg^qw^adfeaeft 

artt^^ifbapjy^ba^ a>^«^atep§^ti§a(Sfe^ 

-&- 
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k4^PWi. 

k4-. ?fti9>fe§W>ttthi|ih^ MTOWmtt tfe 

pi^§a^li(£^^^i^§^dfeP8?n41g§te&S§?j &#ygi ^ vI IWkW^Pfe e n t 

L td^yy: 

^) §y§te m^9m t #¥^e§ffid^dig§l<®yM?i pfeaii hms ^ ^f4g<fe£<@s- 

©I ,@ir§^§§ppba§ £Hy 

W9I^P*f<^fep^£#^(fi)r,©JiW6 PPfiH^Sp9^^nLBhtht^i^©iriii^ ©tt<?§ i^teyjrS^e 
tM k iplf ft £Wf M if^SWeih 

P^t^m©^^lte^5^ia§#£fe^P l r9^B®Tp^ ^§§«9^r^i^ tellR 

($) If f ©lMS^fW^6(9@^t^f6^fj©ldftfi^; p^&a^tHiStiE^Med 

$W ft ^ykl^i^WafeeM^ %to«^fflSWkipI'c§¥-4i§§{<!&9§£j ei^©tefflD^(fcwkf9^tfent 
Pretek>i)(Mal^3]a^ ^©§^blp^ a l©^fai&^^i^^iaVthfe©feifl4(Mer9@#llent 
Pr<»toi©j)cfiifetwalcSR^ ail i©pg§ ihw^dp9tei iMiS^^i^a©4 ©^pj^^bg©W(^#®rthfe 

©1mm 4 n g 

g^pj^^4 ^!i)LP©)t4ig§b®§d»-u§%9>fe 

g>ak®ffi4 B feR iSfity pyRjift^eaWttljfejliW^te iGfi^&^e^i^sJafl y 

a^feP9?fflas?#iu§^. 

^}) A p&ftw thfe§@yft#»i&fl ©ipto t€<^peiiii?£r^p<^bwiiea<g^ 

^|‘r9Wi>WMtitfeR©<b 

fflwlwr^kfei f !jei©jfl^rs^]aa4 ^kfi©tta^ka§ a imswki^t^tepgrap^an ©i^tkmtet 
©IrgiiWJM^Sfi (Sft^kW^a9@^t^Mg4Me§So tf^§ pip<^^pft^k^r^feyir4^@ff 
©s&tefesfeg wkift^id 

io#watao^ite^y^i a raaWrifepgwfegg |kfeSn^9@p«feP«9^k)i?c^^^i^y8^lki 
tei ^§y^Hha<e<€<«-^§fi© ayittefPa?wfik fbum. 
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<$) 5 f raase^tpstoaty §im r 

patfx ^m/ RWi-ft§g^t#^i% ^kWfi§h§@@d k§ 


^g^fe'thseffitfi^d® ©ir@fe§ g^laiy 

©V^i%^^i)Pii|9eM^;^ ^eWh { 7 )$%#$ fcbiW0|^rt§ fcbWtethflS i&fe 
©)f<«^e®ip^X^Mlll3Ste a feImkmrt&£Hm^a^^i^lr€^jW^fei©>iDorCf jflfe rta 

eisasm#ft^Qmi§a& @Pa?wafefi 44^c} a^% shaiku^y. 

k%-. The n§^#gy y , 

tevwMaged toaffi^ ©^s^a®e§ftthfe^p^itHi^@r ,T@ tbfeg#e§hpre^iea<@iTp 

^Mr^q^fe§^ifl#§ R s<e^ § g>f- ^fh t hg ^| £%afe, ki>fep aat te§e^M tlMi§> f+R e>fet^k3 F<^y^e 

t<% ihiipr^^^^wra^ p*q^§a<^i^i^(g©fe . 
ki. if f pgtfx ^fesgr^cwitferc ^)^ife©ira ©wnt ©if4fs t*g§y§4 dih©ttfg ft topititafit 

©affi^ei%^§teg»§?i ©Rfid§#taiWPOTato(l!^ 

¥^§§a^a^X^i:: 

<(%)) p!R^bi^t f ii^wr4iei[^^g^tea^Xy §u§h n#t£<?as®e:gijftlki 
ttW(by_4fcfe e<a^/ ©$wr^ @¥4^r; 

ig§B8dnitfm&tlfe ©ifali^^eJWt^'klsffiW^cfe^ I}>fe^tef^)fe©ir@if4^rife 

©fcfotok StiapteM ,§u§h s 

§%pteMl«#egtexa&^ 

<$) vmpw&t wi$ H^sefetoaii pufsas&fey 

W^sifcpif^teg §@nfid^MM©OTafe^©fiMi^if©Rfi^e#ta!e(i%m^wflei^6h§ 
af>§^#ed. 

if JgawfeL^tea p¥<©f<^fcm©^ar ^tfepwft $^&jyitfe rt}>fe^4fejfwawa 

@if-c(^ g«4^ ifij^i. §@RfldgtfMM?OTate!lWiMi^lf©Rflda#tai!^ffi%ma(|ima:io n 

fegfjw & &feewtf frprnn^i^h^^a^©^©^ i$§9s4dpRtes§ impart* ^a§ 

©fefega4thfe^^iptopftt> pemwigtesonTHe ^g^mp^^ktea^rllKefeyiftoaa^ 

_^_ 

STififtiAfiiS 5 ip?^P6^^] PR$ffiS&lW£ ©ftHfiR 

gX^Wfi. giV^M 





p$\ki§a&&i*ftHlg!cfe§ gw&prafess tpn r ft £rthii sc&ft *b n 

^^i%§8MWfe§ gSWik. 

IT. Th§ ^IpTOuae^i'es^te^^^RWrf^g^ij^ggTOrfpM^al: 

<(%») The ttwfn@£fthk §N^rt¥%ai^i<s^te a mn-- 

jiVi'thia a^baft^i ^£p& 4 #§ € 6 ^FJ BiMTi At-.’’" 

§ueh rtTn t. ftfe 

?<siaed©s&^ .htetWag^ite^¥<wii§a&steftHl3l(te§ ew^w^feag 

P^feiMS srf$R^atfr#P0tnss^ag #4&ii§fiahp^<€^]iSo n s . 

(ty) feh^ewtttSlMi a vaM#!§§§^rf^pskt*<b 

£?<#&«<§& n^f^^t^^toi§lMoimf^%kbiif)#@^§^fetp^ Uplift efcfeaa 

a|tf^ei^Hwitfe^0^^^ip^pif<«^d^0^^Si/^g^fteweik4fOTatoac^^>fe 
P§#:e$foftl!L:i: 




i-i. p i r € «ft$top^ < ataefrfp&fftptfc \% e<^^^§<tmplaMed 

a ^eeakbi^ifific 

ftii. mate ftfenen-- 

^) If ft^0Wr^gt^ttpt§M)©^efe < er Staka p^^eiMfS ifc>0?ntiMg@tHftt 

witfemiSg ©ffrse&iaa a<e<<5«flfH^»y’3i& ^TO^^ieaik <ite^ 

p^ift^^0^ppS^ts/@a^tot§lM3fwaiMU^^5S^fvfeb^^§@bWr^tH^&t if fifenen-- 
p¥ft^awfei^<%a p^t^iQ^r^M^g^iaatpi^i ^la^ttprodw^ty ^fwatenLtswfis 

§?4bs tottoeeffterar ^nwri^t^itoertfe 
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g§nflilWftaiM'PWftfeon. 

3§fitx fpoM^Piaritii^ fetk^g^^ajignfideaft^Mf w^^®^i^a.^@nfiil@iaMai 
loiff w nlbe la^i^Mls^l mi g^atoai^ypan 

Miws&pty arffwtfama'h 

at®ri§n |m>i>^@tta^if^§§4ckhtii§_S<tis3^M g^eg&xaQsdgfr 
my fii^Ht&Oy^gfcifl |if9MJftteU§% SRgW&@fig®£mPty ^is 

||tfs§©rfe^s^ ift #i^$Ra&i§gi (fey ftfeggUPt^tbfefafttfr e. 


§@nfideWtaLiMfWftfamrt %tea^f ^i§^5dtff^§edsto^?-§iiw§r 

tiMh#i§§gwa , rtp9l©5iR ?foa§% 3>f9mi§a%&^salwf €W§ £-.^l £-W® , 

2-.^&8-k6%6»$ §-4^b^ft^gad.4wifi :M^eft§§yiftta^ rawstfeg gw^t^ainia^itifttee 
Rtids&. 

k%, A paifce $M fitess&yift m>feg@y Pt 3if-s^fel9)U§% aittial^t^aJaji^ggate^ig 

a^iwrgiraR ap^i<®tisajS§i^i, 

3yr^§a^ga!i4>P6iiarfi!d.%@fi€§yftii..^i. 

2@-. A p&fa $Mfifes^itfrrtbffe§@yPt a^Mdifi^^ala^ggafeP^ 

g@nfi^MMTO?fttowiSiiyfef @n^ 4@^Mpe?atel^ ap^w^o^ wte 

4m% nefcgggkfcbhavfc ^¥^^(®»a§kaaaiipJii arfwalam^^d ^Ltwsg^itfeigiiiwrd^f 

$) At^afet?n:^^y%iMg%3i^%p3. 1| b^ t Wi9ii®ff'y^ effihfe§@Rfide#taia] 
MTO?afe©^^af@RfidwifkWf0?ato(^^^aitiaa3^^RilLi 

8ww»<rtb5eJftfiH.§twg pa*M<$ea¥ti y^-^gte/t^ fi§^£§ay¥fe3Re 

_ -m- _ 
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pw^MsbeHi wrae* iE^mwite£<ru§e ttafe 


l^Wri^^ipy^8a>ite)§aat5rei|arfiidfe@tf€§U1rtti-.^i^^)r 
(&)) At^tismfe^ifilLg3i^r^§ipg(%u§% ^§@nfi^Mia%nWfl;®6- 


9 

Btf^ftlftESrpwiS ta^tatagigrgndffliftd ptS&SR. @^aliiWiM% $\ 


21-. irhgw^igPcMtbm mn^fe^haw H^^ia^ti(pw6^^%bPaf^B^2 §>r 

Paw$rw&ii3* teoa^tiegripfctV 

reatWig&fety ). 

mm® gfmkAfm: 


E/friSP: 


,im 


pi mm em up 


tafia.!. Setawate; 


AV&migtf® t 

F§§%kmk,mt. 
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i ©nfideftMai 

_, 201^ kh 

G&fflwee&g v-. €@yfl^§yi^kro(&@ytit€#§§ M§>t Qjy£§3i2$8 

f€b-^>/4^a\^k@aift %w§& e^efttottlNterwd wasbitt. 

kairafetote te^wwi fy i unfep&ndiand a<2to^^§t<iMMyi&i&§@ 

^(§!DV^^ca^^f^ tosaatetensrsfid pumlH^fakhta^afew «fi^t§M^tiwi!!Last¥^i^ii 

thfeQpdeb i wl!L^iwakuaiiE^§§nfiile#ta4MfOTaM©^Hi^T^f@nfi^MMfwatoon r 

yraHlfeRBi^ais^tofctfe teMre^MVittiwiy $$) $ay% afttfetofeewftJ a«/§® <sffthi §_ a&m rtwi! \L 1 


M?OT8*mefiHi^if§nfMe®ttMctafaOT8tad^^ 

Mptf^ g@yntov§y^mtb@(9yFt#® rt!ifepyfl?fts^f^i#wieg £ve®i H Mi ^fas^faafn t 

©fftfti gtain. 

IhMi&fyais^iftt_^a^att^tfea^ir9s§sg)ff 

_a§ fly §akkwiiarfl^t^i^m©^FQfi^§4ivi 

scMtfe rtta a. aci&gt ©sayy i^E^M@e«f efexa 


ye 




e^ti|ifaie^fe6?<^Hi?4(Shiis_ da^eftL 


_» 2014, & k_ 



By*_ 


Ph@R8 ; :_ 
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EXHIBIT 8 



JBNBAUM % 

'OliNEYS E Y s hi LAW 


Uavid & ©edkin 

m miwn m&w 

gg^tewi^ffik&vH^g§^in.g@m 


£1 ? 2(M§ 


Mf: Uamiatt §©fe MP 

ghaiF? §i§itel> gyteFg? Media and ipetts gsmaate 
Hsase ©f g@ma?6ffif 
tsndsn SVM QAA 

M @rSs®0 §96wmnts §>m§e! m §fa4Thrsei? Pme$s.t ; M Krm& ;f< @n 
#@yga?§gr V# i@M and Afewsffl&r 

UeaF Mr.- §©lfe 

Fellewifli yp @y my tetteF m\ y§§t§Fday Fg§aFdifi$ this matter, I hm liW fsF 
pw infemato an @Fder fsF SFiefw# and §layin# thMssim ©f §8^ eff 

M Useaateate entgFgd hyrtte §an Matee SapefisF gewt y§§t§Fday gwim^. As w§ 
\\m pF§vi@u§ly infernal ysa, Mr.- KrarngF is hsund by tie Protective ©Fd§F and has ns 
eheigg hat te %m$\y with it In addition, the attaehg^ ©Fd§F fwthgF pFgyeate Mr.- famm 
fF@m trensmitfr& Feteasiag ©f §MttiF» yntedaetetf sepias ef Ptamtiff# ©peestosn ts 
eithgF Fa§gh@@hs? gptfeial Msttea ts Stoweer Individual Mendanfe’ §p©eial Mufiw te 
Me until fwtheF ©Fd§F ef the gewt? and pFsvife that faitare te ssmpty wiif he 
©©niidgFgd m let ef genteffljBt- 

AggeFdia#i^> the vaFiaus @Fte fw deem^t? that yew eemnitittee has §§Fygd ©n 
Mf.- htamgF m Nmmb& 1§ and this msFnia# have plaeed Mr.- htanjgF in an iap§§si£iU 
mtim. He wsyld itstyggf himself te eentempt aapgtisns in §an Mates Supgtiw&wft if 
f§ eempiiies with yew ©Fd§Fs ? and y@u hay# FgpsFted hiSiwewn^dasee with yew 
g©fflfflitte§ ? s ©Fdws ts the Hem ef gemmae mi Fgpuested that it tahe aehsw against 
hint 


P§f the attaghed (fcatafttfep §an Mats© Superier gewt has asked the pafe te the 
8K4flK» lifiptiw ts fetigf a numhw ef issues, ingiudhif wi# auth©hy yew 
gemmate has ts eygFFute the §upgF^r geeFfs ette wtthsst ftst §^Ris§ relief fFsm 
the §ypgFi6f geyh? what is the hp 1 effget ysdgF United hw^sm law ef the ©#l^ 
letteF ts MF.- feamgF? is the fFsm a what a?g the 

pF@§§dwa§ fsF Mf.- hrarngF? whs is visitw# the United hwgdsm m |ysh» ts FgspsRd 
e? shM(9t ts the UUM§ ietteF, mi what m% the gentea?^ pF@g§dw^ fsF ©§M§ fsF r@r-- 
eempiiw^ tey Mf ; hFaffl^r-. insefaf a§ these &f§ py§§ti@a§ ef United ^npbwi^ mi 
eeng§Fn y©uF eeffimittee, ^4ThFg§ ! s attsFaeys in the United States aF§ net paiifed ts 
iddFg§§ them? and net able ts §n§a§e United hte^dsm eeynsii ts assist.* 


gg§ SyiHWi?! &wffiF, B»n> WkMWi • Tw: i^) fflrQfttf. Ph« ^#fth! www:hifflh§yffl§8d(da.'68fft 



Uf: Sarnia ftellite iW** 


Ir a^niisfy a§1 iRfe^ y§§t§Fte#, tH§ teeuffi^ pu §<e<ek iRetote 
Fae§te@k f§6@Fl§, ite 1 §u§§§§t that pu §§§k is sMawnto tatty to PasMk. Ir 
tte aitata @FteF ? tte §upgFteF @$wi te§ alas a§te4 wtetteF Pss^Wi^ auktygf te ite 
jw^tetew sf pur 6@fRffliit^,v^i^r ©@M§ bf ansiteF ssfflfflat^ Has a steiteF 
temate f@F itaagtte em& ©f s^isd teeumgRte sn testak ate if §s> tew Has 


A§ Fite mm§?§ is tH§ ^u§§ta Fai§g4 Hy Fte %^mw §suFt pw 

1 uf§§ pu m m\$m @r pu? tetelfto pFsvite mw§?§ is tte §upte@F 
@©wt ! § pester tatty te tte Stspta toR Hy Msteay? fcfey<§fflteF 2&,2@f§ at 12 
p-.m.- Ptgjifie fte& 



@§©!§§m 

©e: M§: @Hteg 6toilteter r fly toF is eteitetefFg^^lte^.tiu^) 
§ulfe Mteia & %&m ttemtas fly toi is 
testea H§fr§f? l§q : fly mi!) 
tenal MgHia? l§q-. fly Mil) 

@atHta Kim? £§q : fly Mil) 

§^i^§iMfite fly Mil) 

§toart §.• §F 6 >§§ ? £§% fly Mil) 
fefflga I-. IfegF? I§fy fly ml) 



